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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This is in response to an amendment filed on 10/12/2005 for letter for patent filed on 
02/16/2001. Claims 1-38 and 44-50 are pending in the letter. 

Status of Claims 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-38 and 44-50 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
US Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0178034 (GARDNER ET AL). 

The United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) interprets this patent 
application as an airline travel supplier evaluation market share system for analyzing 
airline flight information. An evaluation market share system would consist of a 
computer network that would have a database with storing capacity to store and update 
the airline schedule data for various airlines. The non-schedule based factors are 
calculations derived from factors such as sales, supply and policy to evaluate market 
share. Any updating to the non-schedule based factors due to sales, supply and policy 
would change the market share scenario for analyzing airline flight information. 
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As for Claim 1, GARDNER discloses an airline travel supplier evaluation system 
for analyzing airline flight information in relation to one or more predefined city pairs for 
a given airline customer, comprising: 

a source of airline schedule data from a plurality of airlines for a plurality of city 
pairs {Page 3, Paragraph [0047], Lines 3-5, wherein this reads over "the database 
stores data related to OAG flight schedules for all carriers, including service and non- 
stop/direct flight schedules"}; 

a memory space for storing the airline schedule data and the predefined city 
pairs {Page 5, Paragraph [0064], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over "The reservation 
booking process is concluded by storing a master reservation record 100 containing all 
reservation information"}; 

an airline fair market share module that accesses the airline schedule data and 
the city pairs, the airline fair market share module being operable to calculate an 
incremental travel time for each flight record serving a given city pair in relation to the 
fastest flight serving the given city pair and to determine a fair market share for each 
airline in relation to each city pair of the city pairs, where the fair market share for a 
given airline is based in part on the incremental travel time associated with the given 
airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0045], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over "Booking 
channels 24 interface with open and published API's to permit broad access to the 
reservation services 30"}; and 

a scenario market share module that receives non-schedule based factors and 
adjusts the fair market share for a given airline based on the non-schedule based 
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factors to determines scenario market share data for each airline in relation to each city 
pair of the predefined city pairs {Page 8, Paragraph [0108], Lines 4-6, wherein this 
reads over "Assign reservation seats API 266 will update the trip's seat assignment or 
any special request response from the Host Reservation System"}. 

As for Claim 2, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation system 
of Claim 1 wherein the airline fair market share module is operable to compute an 
elapsed time for each flight record serving a given city pair using the flight schedule 
data, identify a baseline flight record, the baseline flight record having the shortest 
elapsed travel time from amongst the flight records serving the given city pair; and 
compute the incremental travel time for each flight record serving the given city pair, 
where the incremental travel time is the difference between the elapsed travel time of a 
given flight record and the elapsed travel time for the baseline flight record {Page 8, 
Paragraph [0108], Lines 4-6, wherein this reads over "Assign reservation seats API 266 
will update the trip's seat assignment or any special request response from the Host 
Reservation System"}. 

As for Claim 3, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation system 
of Claim 1 wherein the airline schedule data further includes aircraft type data for each 
flight record serving the predefined city pairs, and where the fair market share for a 
given airline is based on the frequency of operations in the flight records associated with 
given airline, the aircraft type for each flight record associated with given airline, and the 
incremental travel time for each flight record associated with the given airline {Page 3, 
Paragraph [0047], Lines 3-5, wherein this reads over "The database stores data related 
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to OAG flight schedules for all carriers, including service and non-stop/direct flight 
schedules"}. 

As for Claim 4, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation system 
of Claim 1 wherein the non-schedule based factors is at least one of a travel policy 
factor, the travel policy factor being indicative of the airline customer's ability to shift 
travelers towards or away from any given airline, a sales level factor, the sales level 
factor being indicative of an airline's ability to attract the travelers of the given airline 
customer to the airline a supplier status indicative of an airline customer's preference to 
have its travelers use the airline is assigned to one or more of the plurality of airlines, or 
a sales level-supplier status factor is based on the supplier status and a corresponding 
sales level factor {Page 6, Paragraph [0080], Lines 1-4, wherein this reads over 
"Customer/corporate profile database 128 integrates traveler preference with corporate 
travel policy information such that individual booking sessions can be biased to a 
particular customer/corporation"}. 

As for Claim 5, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation system 
of Claim 1 further comprising a source of projected airline travel data over a predefined 
time period for the given airline customer; a source of airline purchase data; and an 
expense-based cost module that accesses the projected airline travel data and the 
airline purchase data, and determines expected travel expense data for the given airline 
customer based on the scenario market share data {Page 3, Paragraph [0038], Lines 1- 
6, wherein this reads over "System core services 22 is configured to operate with a 
series of databases, including flight schedule availability database 12, published 
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negotiated fares/rules database 14, customer corporate profiles database 16, master 
reservations database 18, and revenue summary/detail database 20"}. 

As for Claim 6, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation system 
of Claim 5 further comprising a source of pricing data relating to an existing or 
prospective agreement between the given airline customer and at least one airline, 
wherein the expense-based cost module further operable to determine expected travel 
expense data based in part on the pricing data {Page 3, Paragraph [0038], Lines 1-6, 
wherein this reads over "System core services 22 is configured to operate with a series 
of databases, including flight schedule availability database 12, published negotiated 
fares/rules database 14, customer corporate profiles database 16, master reservations 
database 18, and revenue summary/detail database 20"}. 

As for Claim 7, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation system 
of Claim t further comprising a source of projected airline travel data over a predefined 
time period for the given airline customer; and a time-based cost module that accesses 
the projected airline travel data, the airline schedule data and the scenario market share 
data; and determines expected travel time for the given airline customer based on the 
scenario market share data, the time-based cost module further operable to receive a 
value for a traveler's time and determine expected travel time cost data based on the 
traveler's time value data and the expected travel time for the given airline customer 
{Page 3, Paragraph [0038], Lines 1-6, wherein this reads over "System core services 22 
is configured to operate with a series of databases, including flight schedule availability 
database 12, published negotiated fares/rules database 14, customer corporate profiles 
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database 16, master reservations database 18, and revenue summary/detail database 
20"}. 

As for Claim 8, which has the same limitations as in Claim 1, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 1_. 

As for Claim 9, which has the same limitation as in Claim 2, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 2. 

As for Claim 10, which has the same limitation as in Claim 3, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 3. 

As for Claim 1 1 , GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation 
system of Claim 10 wherein the airline fair market share module is operable to calculate 
an incremental travel time for each flight record serving a given city pair in relation to 
other flight records serving the given city pair, such that the fair market share data for a 
given airline is in part based on the incremental travel time for each flight record 
associated with the given airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0045], Lines 1-3, wherein this 
reads over "Booking channels 24 interface with open and published API's to permit 
broad access to the reservation services 30"}. 

As for Claim 12, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation 
system of Claim 8 wherein the non-schedule based factors is at least one of a travel 
policy factor, the travel policy factor being indicative of an airline customer's ability to 
shift travelers towards or away from any given airline, a sales level factor, the sales 
level factor being indicative of an airline's ability to attract the travelers of the given 
airline customer to the airline, a supplier status indicative of an airline customer's 
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preference to have its travelers use the airline is assigned to one or more the plurality of 
airlines, or a sales level-supplier status factor is based on the supplier status and a 
corresponding sales level factor {Page 6, Paragraph [0080], Lines 1-4, wherein this 
reads over "Customer/corporate profile database 128 integrates traveler preference with 
corporate travel policy information such that individual booking sessions can be biased 
to a particular customer/corporation"}. 

As for Claim 13, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation 
system of Claim 8 further comprising a source of airline purchase data; and an 
expense-based cost module that accesses the projected airline travel data and the 
airline purchase data, and determines expected travel expense data for the given airline 
customer based on the scenario market share data {Page 3, Paragraph [0039], Lines 8- 
9, wherein this reads over "reservation services 30 provides centralized and integrated 
marketing at the point of sale"}. 

As for Claim 14, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation 
system of Claim 13 further comprising a total travel cost module that receives the 
expected travel time cost data from the time-based cost module and the expected travel 
expense data from the expense-based cost module, and determines a total travel cost 
for the given airline customer {Page 3, Paragraph [0039], Lines 5-8, wherein this reads 
over "Booking channels 24 receive booking information from customers and connects 
by open application programming interfaces ("APIs") to reservation services 30"}. 

As for Claim 15, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation 
system of Claim 13 further data relating to an existing or prospective comprising a 
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source of pricing agreement between the given airline customer and at least one airline, 
wherein the expense-based cost module further operable to determine expected travel 
expense data based in part on the pricing data {Page 8, Paragraph [0104], Lines 2-4, 
wherein this reads over "pricing services driver 180 can determine if any unpublished 
agreements correspond to the fares of the selected pricing entity"}. 

As for Claim 16, which has the same limitation as in Claims 1,8 and 13, 
respectively, therefore, they are rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 1 , 8, and 
13, respectively. 

As for Claim 17, which has the same limitation as in Claim 9, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 9. 

As for Claim 18, which has the same limitation as in Claim 1 1 , therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 1 1 . 

As for Claim 19, which has the same limitation as in Claim 8, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 8. 

As for Claim 20, which has the same limitation as in Claim 12, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 12. 

As for Claim 21, which has the same limitation as in Claim 15, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 15. 

As for Claim 22, which has the same limitation as in Claim 14, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 14. 
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As for Claim 23, GARDNER discloses a computer-implemented method for 
determining a fair market share for a given airline in relation to a given city pair, 
comprising: 

providing airline schedule data for each flight serving the given city pair, the 
airline schedule data including aircraft type data {Page 3, Paragraph [0047], Lines 3-5, 
wherein this reads over "the database stores data related to OAG flight schedules for all 
carriers, including service and non-stop/direct flight schedules"}; 

determining an incremental travel time for each flight serving the city pair using 
the airline schedule data {Page 5, Paragraph [0064], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over 
"The reservation booking process is concluded by storing a master reservation record 
100 containing all reservation information"}; and 

determining a fair market share for the given airline by executing a software- 
implemented application on a computing device, the fair market share based on the 
frequency of flights serving the given city for the given airline, the aircraft type for each 
flight associated with the given airline, and the incremental travel time of each flight 
associated with the given airline {Page 8, Paragraph [0108], Lines 4-6, wherein this 
reads over "Assign reservation seats API 266 will update the trip's seat assignment or 
any special request response from the Host Reservation System"}. 

As for Claim 24, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 23 wherein the airline schedule data further defined as a plurality of flight records 
for the given city pair, such that each flight record is indicative of one or more flights that 
serve the given city pair and include a record identifier, an airline identifier, a frequency 
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of the flights over a predefined time period, and detail flight schedule data for each flight 
comprising the flight record {Page 8, Paragraph [0108], Lines 4-6, wherein this reads 
over "Assign reservation seats API 266 will update the trip's seat assignment or any 
special request response from the Host Reservation System"}. 

As for Claim 25, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 24 wherein the step of determining incremental travel time further comprises the 
steps of: 

computing an elapsed travel time for each flight record {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0047], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over "Flight availability system 44 includes a 
computing system configured to operate with and access a database"}; 

identifying a baseline flight record, the baseline flight record having the shortest 
elapsed travel time from amongst the flight records serving the given city pair {Page 3, 
Paragraph [0047], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over "Flight availability system 44 
includes a computing system configured to operate with and access a database"}; and 

computing an incremental travel time for each flight record, where the 
incremental travel time is the difference between the elapsed travel time of a given flight 
record and the elapsed travel time for the baseline flight record {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0047], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over "Flight availability system 44 includes a 
computing system configured to operate with and access a database"}. 

As for Claim 26, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 25 wherein the step of determining a fair market share further comprises the 
steps of: 
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determining an aircraft type Weighting factor for each flight record {Page 6, 
Paragraph [0087], Lines 12-14, wherein this reads over "Traveler Preference includes 
airline choice, class of service, equipment type, and a number of other coded 
preference types"}; 

determining an incremental travel time weighting factor for each flight record 
{Page 6, Paragraph [0087], Lines 12-14, wherein this reads over "Traveler Preference 
includes airline choice, class of service, equipment type, and a number of other coded 
preference types"}; 

determining a pull value for each flight record, where the pull value is computed 
by multiplying the frequency associated with the flight record with the aircraft type 
weighting factor and with the incremental travel time weighting factor {Page 3, 
Paragraph [0047], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over "Flight availability system 44 
includes a computing system configured to operate with and access a database"}; and 

determining a ratio between a sum of the pull values for each of the flight records 
associated with the given airline and a total sum of the pull values for the plurality of 
flight records, thereby yielding the fair market share for the given airline {Page 3, 
Paragraph [0047], Lines 1-3, wherein this reads over "Flight availability system 44 
includes a computing system configured to operate with and access a database"}. 

As for Claim 27, which has the same limitations as in claim 23, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar reason set forth in claim 23. 

As for Claim 28, which has the same limitations as in claim 24, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar reason set forth in claim 24. 
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As for Claim 29, which has the same limitation as in Claim 26, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 26. 

As for Claim 30, which has the same limitation as in Claim 23, therefore, they are 
rejected for the similar reason set for in Claim 23. 

As for Claim 31, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 30 further comprises the steps of: 

determining a second travel policy factor for the given airline customer {Page 3, 
Paragraph [0048], Lines 6-8, wherein this reads over "there is a travel policy compliance 
reporting capability that uses a database that includes information specific to each 
corporate entity"}; and 

deriving the scenario market share for the given airline in relation to the given city 
pair from the fair market share for the given airline in part based on the second travel 
policy factor {Page 3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein this reads over "the 
database includes supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated arrangements), 
classification/class of service verification, preferred forms of payment and internal billing 
codes, fare types and service levels for low fare requirements, and other 
corporation/customer preference information"}. 

As for Claim 32, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 30 further comprising the step of determining a sales level factor for one or more 
of the plurality of airlines, the sales level factor being indicative of an airline's ability to 
attract the travelers of an airline customer to the airline, such that the scenario market 
share for the given airline is in part based on the sales level factor associated with the 
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given airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein this reads over "the 
database includes supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated arrangements), 
classification/class of service verification, preferred forms of payment and internal billing 
codes, fare types and service levels for low fare requirements, and other 
corporation/customer preference information"}. 

As for Claim 33, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 31 further comprising the steps of 

assigning a supplier status for one or more of the plurality of airlines, the supplier 
status being indicative of an airline customer's preference of having its travelers use the 
airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0047], Lines 3-5, wherein this reads over "the database 
stores data related to OAG flight schedules for all carriers, including service and non- 
stop/direct flight schedules"}; and 

determining a sales level-supplier status factor for the given airline, where the 
sales level-supplier status factor is based on the supplier status and the corresponding 
sales level factor for the given airlines, such that the scenario market share for the given 
airline is in part based on the sales level-supplier status factor associated with the given 
airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein this reads over "the database 
includes supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated arrangements), classification/class of 
service verification, preferred forms of payment and internal billing codes, fare types 
and service levels for low fare requirements, and other corporation/customer preference 
information"}. 
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As for Claim 34, GARDNER discloses a computer-implemented method for 
determining a scenario market share for a given airline selected from a plurality of 
airlines, comprising; 

providing a fair market share for the given airline in relation to a given city pair, 
such that the fair market share is based on schedule-based factors associated with the 
flights serving the given city pair { Page 3, Paragraph [0047], Lines 1-3, wherein this 
reads over "Flight availability system 44 includes a computing system configured to 
operate with and access a database"}; 

determining a sales level factor for one or more of the plurality of airlines, the 
sales level factor being indicative of an airline's ability to shift the travelers of an airline 
customer to the airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein this reads over 
"the database includes supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated arrangements), 
classification/class of service verification, preferred forms of payment and internal billing 
codes, fare types and service levels for low fare requirements, and other 
corporation/customer preference information"}; and 

deriving the scenario market share for the given airline from the fair market share 
for the given airline in part based on the sales level factor associated with the given 
airline by an executing a software-implemented application on a computing device 
{Page 8, Paragraph [0108], Lines 4-6, wherein this reads over "Assign reservation seats 
API 266 will update the trip's seat assignment or any special request response from the 
Host Reservation System"}. 
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As for Claim 35, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 34 further comprising the steps of: 

determining a second sales level factor for each of the plurality of airlines {Page 
3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein this reads over "the database includes 
supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated arrangements), classification/class of service 
verification, preferred forms of payment and internal billing codes, fare types and 
service levels for low fare requirements, and other corporation/customer preference 
information"}; and 

determining the scenario market share for the given airline by adjusting the fair 
market share for the given airline in part based on the second sales level factor 
associated with the given airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein this 
reads over "the database includes supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated 
arrangements), classification/class of service verification, preferred forms of payment 
and internal billing codes, fare types and service levels for low fare requirements, and 
other corporation/customer preference information"}. 

As for Claim 36, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 34 further comprising the steps of: 

assigning a supplier status for each of the plurality of airlines, the supplier status 
being indicative of an airline customer's preference of having its travelers use the airline 
{Page 3, Paragraph [0047], Lines 3-5, wherein this reads over "the database stores data 
related to OAG flight schedules for all carriers, including service and non-stop/direct 
flight schedules"}; 
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determining a sales level-supplier status factor for the given airline, where the 
sales level-supplier status factor is based on the supplier status and the corresponding 
sales level factor for the given airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein 
this reads over "the database includes supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated 
arrangements), classification/class of service verification, preferred forms of payment 
and internal billing codes, fare types and service levels for low fare requirements, and 
other corporation/customer preference information"}; and 

deriving the scenario market share for the given airline from the fair market share 
for the given airline in part based on the sales level-supplier status factor associated 
with the given airline {Page 8, Paragraph [0108], Lines 4-6, wherein this reads over 
"Assign reservation seats API 266 will update the trip's seat assignment or any special 
request response from the Host Reservation System"}. 

As for Claim 37, GARDNER discloses the computer-implemented method of 
Claim 34 further comprising the step of determining a travel policy factor for a given 
airline customer, the travel policy factor being indicative of an airline customer's ability to 
shift travelers towards or away from any given airline, where the scenario market share 
for the given airline is in part based on the travel policy factor {Page 3, Paragraph 
[0048], Lines 6-8, wherein this reads over "there is a travel policy compliance reporting 
capability that uses a database that includes information specific to each corporate 
entity"}. 

As for Claim 38, which has the same limitations as in claim 27, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar reasons set forth in claim 27. 
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As for Claim 44, GARDNER discloses a method for defining an airline pricing 
agreement between an airline customer and a given airline, comprising: 

identifying one or more city pairs which are used by travelers of the airline 
customer, the city pairs being serviced by the given airline {Page 3, Paragraph [0047], 
Lines 3-5, wherein this reads over "The database stores data related to OAG flight 
schedules for all carriers, including service and non-stop/direct flight schedules"}; 

determining a fair market share for the given airline in relation to at least one of 
the city pairs, such that the fair market share is based on schedule-based factors 
associated with the flights serving the city pair {Page 3, Paragraph [0045], Lines 1-3, 
wherein this reads over "Booking channels 24 interface with open and published API's 
to permit broad access to the reservation services 30"}; 

determining a scenario market share for the given airline in relation to the at least 
one city pair by executing a software-implemented application on a computing device, 
such that the scenario market share is based on non-schedule-based factors {Page 8, 
Paragraph [0108], Lines 4-6, wherein this reads over "Assign reservation seats API 266 
will update the trip's seat assignment or any special request response from the Host 
Reservation System"}; and 

using at least one of the fair market share or the scenario market share as a 
basis for a pricing agreement between the airline customer and the given airline {Page 
8, Paragraph [0104], Lines 2-4, wherein this reads over "pricing services driver 180 can 
determine if any unpublished agreements correspond to the fares of the selected pricing 
entity"}. 
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As for Claim 45, GARDNER discloses the method of Claim 44 wherein the step 
of using at least one of the fair market share and the scenario market share further 
comprises defining a pricing arrangement in connection with a volume of the customer's 
airline travel during a predefined time period, where the volume corresponds to the at 
least one of the fair market share or the scenario market share for the given airline 
during the predefined time period {Page 3, Paragraph [0046], Lines 3-6, wherein this 
reads over "The subcomponents include flight availability system 44, 
customer/corporate profiles 48, session context management 50, pricing system 46, 
traveler correspondence system 52, and master reservation management system 54"}. 

As for Claim 46, GARDNER discloses the method of Claim 45 further comprising 
specifying a minimum or a predefined range of deviation from the at least one of the fair 
market share or the scenario market share for the volume of travelers from the airline 
customer {Page 3, Paragraph [0048], Lines 9-13, wherein this reads over "the database 
includes supplier preferences data (i.e. negotiated arrangements), classification/class of 
service verification, preferred forms of payment and internal billing codes, fare types 
and service levels for low fare requirements, and other corporation/customer preference 
information"}. 

As for Claim 47, which has the same limitations as in claim 8, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar reasons set forth in claim 8. 

As for Claim 48, which has the same limitations as in claim 12, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar reasons set forth in claim 12. 
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As for Claim 49, which has the same limitations as in claim 14, therefore, it is 
rejected for the similar reasons set forth in claim 14. 

As for Claim 50, GARDNER discloses the airline travel supplier evaluation 
system of Claim 47 wherein the non-schedule based factors is further defined as a 
supplier status indicative of an airline customer's preference to have its travelers use the 
airline is assigned to one or more the plurality of airlines {Page 6, Paragraph [0080], 
Lines 1-4, wherein this reads over "Customer/corporate profile database 128 integrates 
traveler preference with corporate travel policy information such that individual booking 
sessions can be biased to a particular customer/corporation"}. 

Conclusion 

'3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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No claims are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cang (James) G. Thai whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6499. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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